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‘it 4nd Siigaiory -of the Lake' 0f Two! Mounfaits | going cxpressed conditions, by, the feiding made o] consent to a‘Notarlalisalo of thistland, took-posses- | This 1s'how the'demelition took place, and. far it last (1875) that 1t was signified to " thé "Lifendants

and to tbe “Fief  and “Seigniory of St/ Sulpice:!in!
this Trovincs, to -effect the gradualiextinction ot
thB,Seignidﬁ?gi rights aud dues; and “for other pur-
poses ¥ thé Géntlemen: of: the -Seminary. were-duly:
inpprpomtéd_ “under the ndinie:of!the Ecclesiagtics’
ofthe Scminary- of St.-Sulpice of Montreal” ahd:
théir rights “and titles to the- said Scigniory of*the’
Lake of Two 'Mountains; and to all and’every'the

8.0

Démaines, Lands, Reserves; Buildings, Messuages;'|.

Tinements and Heréditaments situated within''the
said Seigniory, were- confirmed and declured gdod,.
validand effec » ,
sAms mannér and to-the-same: extent as'tho~He-
clesiastics "of ‘the- Seminary “of St.’ Sulpice of the
Fiuboury St. Germain-in - Parls- or of theSeminary!
of St. Sulpice nf Montreal; conformably'to the Con-
stitution, before ‘the eighteenth day of September
1759, or of the two Seminaries, or of each one.of’
them, could 6r might do -or had the right to-do; or'
could or might enjoy, do-and -dispose of the said
yights and fitles, or of any part of them befors the
suid lsst mivntioned epoch. o L
“That by the said ordinance it was further ordain-
ed that the Community of the Ecclesiastics of the
Seminary of St Sulpice of Montreal and their Suc-
cessors should be inveatéd with the said Seigniory
of the Lnke of Two ‘Mountains, of all and each the
Domaines, Farms, Buildings, Messuages, Tene.
ments and Hereditaments whatsoever, to, by them
she said Gentlemen Ecclesinstics of the Semninary
of St. Sulpice of Montreal and their Successors and
assigns, have and 10 hold, possess, to do and enjoy
the same as the true and legal proprietors and pos-
sessots of the same and of ull and every portion
thereof for the sole use and advantage of the said
Ieclesiastics of the said Seminary and of their Suc-
cessors in perpetuity, under the terms, clauses and
conditions eapressed in the present ordinance, that
is to say, smongst other things, the Mission of the
Lake of Two Mountsins for the Moral and Religi-
onslinstructions of the Alonquinsend IroquoisIn-
~lians.
That in virtue of 41 Chap. of the consolidated
statutes of Lower Caunada, Intituled, # Act corncern-
ing the abolition of the Seigniorial Tenure and
the feodal rights and dues, section 66, the said Seig-
niory of the Lake of Two Mountains fell under, the
Jdizpnsition of the said Act under certnin inodifica-
tions. '
Nevertheless it is enacted by section 71 that the
1aads not conceded in the raid Seigniory should
e the absolute ‘property of the said Seminary in
frec and common Socenge, nud that they could sell
“ay of these lands or any other immovable to them
Jongicg, and dispose of them either for money or
# rentes foncieres rachetables,” the products ot
1 ¢]sale tobe placed or invested accordingto law,
Saoch are the titles ofthe Gentlemen of the Semi-
nary of 5t. Sulpice of Montreal to the property of
tt ¢ Fief and Seigniory of the Lake of Two Moun-
tains, perfect and incontestable titles, established,
rece gised, confirmed and ratified by the Dominion
of Frante and England, and by the Legislature of
this country, under the sole condition that the Se-
micary should provide for the religious and moral
Instruction of the Indiaus, Alonquins and Iroquois
ot the Lake of Two Mouataius ; of the validity of
these titles there can be no doubt, and since the Act
1859, the Gentlemen of the Seminary have the abso-
Lute property in free and conunon soccage of all the un-
conceded Innds in the said Seigniory.

CHAPTER 11.~—THE FULFILLMENT OF THE oBLIGATIONS BY
THE GENTLEMEN OF TIE SEMINARY.'

Now let us see if the Gentlemen have fulfilled as
well towards the Government of Fraace as towards
the English Government, the obligations imposed
on them as well Ly the original concessions and
Royal # Drevets” as by tiue ordinauces and statotes
vonfirming the said concessions.

Did they transfer the Indian Mission from the
Istand of Moatreal to the North West side of the
Lake of T wo Mountains 7—Yes. »

Did they provide for the Moral and Religious ia.
struction of the Tndians ?—Yes,

Did they Build a Church for their Religlous train-
ing ?—Yes.

Did they maintsin places of education namely :
convents, 8chool houses ete., for theirinoral instruc-
tion ?—Y¢5. ‘ ) .

Did they providu the establishment of the said
minsion 7—Yus, )
As far vack as the year 1717, at a heavy cost, they
romov-d from the Islaud of Montreal tc the
Luke of Two Mountains, the Iroquois and Algon.-
«uins then settled at Sault anx Recollects. They
grouped them nround their Church, having built
for them residences, on land which they permitted
them t) occupy with their families and thelr de-
zcendunts of lndian extraction, according to their

good pleasure,

In view to their instruction, to accustom them to
labor, and in order to secure for them the benefits
of agriculture, the Gentlemen permitted each head
of tbe family ot these tribes, to occupy and cultivate
a ficld containing a certain number of arpents of
land, Nevertheless these permissions: to ocoupy
and cultivate the lots of ground conceded, were
given only on coundition thst they themselves and
not their Indisn descendants should enjoy them,and
transfer them to any white man ; the whole for the
1ength of time which the good pleasurc ofthe Semi-
niry witl allow,

These peiwits of occupation, the originals of
which are deposited in the archives of the Mission,
road as follows: ’

I the undersigned Nicolas Dufresne, Priest and
Director of the Mission of the Lake of T'wo Moun-
tains therein residing, and duly anthorized to this
#ffect by hlessire Quiblier, Priest and Saperior of
the Gentlumen, the Ecclesiastice of the Seminary
of Montreal, acting, for and in the name of the said

“Gentlemen Ecclesinstics of the said Seminary of
Montren) proprietors of the Seigniory of the Lake of
Two Mountains, in virtue of the Power given me
by the.suid Gentlemen Ecclesiastics, have permitted
Jean.Baptiste Auenbarison, Iroquois, residing in
the said mission, to enjoy himself and his family, a
lot of Land situated in the said mission near the
village thereof, con‘aining about two arpents in
depth by ‘about.six arpents in breath, from thisdate
during the good pleasure of the Seminary, during
which time, he, the said taker wi'l use the said
jand a5 a good husband mawv, will' cultivate  the
same &t proper times and seasong, and reap the fruits
thereof for his proper usc and advantages,” accord-
ing to the curtom and usages of the other Indinos
. of the said Mission, withont deterioration uader any
pretext whatever. o AR

Tbat he cannot sub-let nor transfer the present
holding to any other person or persons whatso-
ever, nor underany pretence whatsoever without
the express permission of the Director of the said
Misslon, o . C

I'ngt he the said taker cannot build or erect, or
‘cauga to-be erected ou the said latd' any ' dwélling
" house or other ‘Building whatever during the term,
" of these presents without the consent of the said.

Director, and in case he should do so with such
* permiesion, at the expiration of these presents the
whole will belong in full property to the said
Gentlemen Ecclesiastics, and without reimburee-
ment to the holder of auy sum of money, and with-
out his being able to exact any remuneration; under
pain ele, ‘ e

~ ‘I'his present permission i given by me the un<’
dersigned, Priest, (in my said capacity) on thecon-
ditiones above expressed, without which I° would
never have granted these presents.
.. . 'The gald land being bounded to the North by
" -the mountain; to the South by the first Farm, to

‘tunl in Law,as fully and amply;inthe |-

‘Seminnry.

oing cxpressed conditions, by,thé reading made to;
Bim i ppl%u'e'uc'e' of HysicintheChierrier ind Bazile’
‘Charlebois undersigned, witnéssés’ ditly  called, 'de--
‘clired b wéll understood' and ‘comprehended ' the
iwholé, and voluntarily agreed ahd " obliged: hinself;
‘to well and truly fulfill the whole and' eack of -the:
‘coniditions #bove expresséd, under pain of nullity of
thégéipresents, for: any -contravention: by him - of"
any-of tlie' condltfons'above written, for thus, etc..
Thus executed at the village:: of the. Mission;in:
the Seminsry’ House the 9- June 1836, .in presence
of said witnesses, who have signed with .us . Priest.

(nERE FOLLOW THE BIGNATUBBS) - .. i ..
- Kuowing before hand the disposition of the In-
dians tp,the use of Strong. Liquors, their' indiffer-
ence to secure for themselves a permanent establish-
ment, their roving character, their inexperiénce io
‘the ordinary affairs of every day life, their prodi-
gality following their excesses, und ‘the avidity of
speculators to profit by their artlessness and drudk--
enness, the Gentiemen of the Seminary, in giving'
them these permits of occupation, exercised all pre-
‘dence possible, giving them only ‘a precarious title,
‘and reserving to themselves the rights of property,
as the above cited deed fully expresses it. - If it had
been otherwise, speculation would have long since
made inroads, all these lands would have long since
‘passed into th= hiands of the whites, and the mis-
sion would have been destroyed.

It is well known by every body that since the
removal of the mission to the Lake of Two Moun-
tains, each head of a family of the tribes of Indians
has had:

1at. The enjoyment of a field of an extent suffi-
cient for all his wants;

2dly. The Permission to take in the Domaine of
the Seigniory all thé wood necessary for Building
and Leating purposes ;

3dly. The permissiun to graze their cattle on a
large extent of lands, called « The comton’ ;

4thly, The use ofa Chuich under the charge of
zealons missionarier, in order that they might there
perform thelr religiousduties.

- 51hly. A schoo! for the boys, presen
direction of the Christian Brothers,
6thly. A Convent for the girls, under the dt’re_c-
tion of the Sisters of the Congregation, and all this,
free of any charge,

It is necessary to call to mind that for years past,
for the purpose of accustoming the Indians to work,
the Seminary gave them certain work which would
tura to their advantage and profit, and for which
they were amply paid.

What more could they ask ?

If such advantages had been given to persoms
caring for agriculture, all these fields now occupied
by the Indians instead of beiogover grown with
bad weeds, without ditches, fences and uncultivated,
would have (&5 the soil is of a superior quality) au
aspect of fruitfulness and wealth.

CHBAPTER [I.—THE CONDUCT OF THE INPIANS TOWARDS
THE SEMINARY.

The Indiaas dislike agiiculture, they love hunt-

ing; so long as huntiog was profitable they livel

content, Butgame baving failed, they were obliged

tly undér-the

tlon, - aha ieoo _
 “They therefore indertook to'build this'chapel on
the Seminary propeity, not only without’ledve but |
in defianée of their protedtations’and warnings. ‘1t
was' on the part of the Tudians'an act of usurpation
of the most aggravated kir e Se

was obliged either’ to resist or abandon ifs rights us.
a proprietor, 'If a" Catholic church had been built
nder the same’ circumstatices’ and with ' the same.
contémpt, thé of Seminary’s rights,withoutdoubt the
Seminary wonld'have in ‘the same’ way applied o
the Coufts to' obtain its demolition. * Be 1t well
understood that by the destruction of this Metho-
dist chapel the Seminary never had the intention,as
certain newspapera have réported, to attack the re-
ligious Iiberty of the Indians in forbidding them to
_rocure a place wherein to exercise their religious
duties according to their mode of worsbip, on the
contrary the Indians are at full liberty to use any
land for that purpose of which they have a_legal
possession, ifthey think fit to do 50 ; the Seminary
have only asked that they should respect the Law,
aud the sacred rights of ownership.

As soon 08 the encroachment was committed
under the direction of the three chiefs of the Iro-
quois tribe, they were served with a protest by the
Seminary's Notary. As they took no notice of this
protest, the Seminary secured the services of Mr.
Prevost, advocate, and instituted immediately an
action, in revendication, against these three chiefs
in their personal name ; the latter appeared through
Mr. McLaren, edvocate, and continued their work
without any regard to this Petctory action. The de-
lays to plead having cxpired, their advocatc was
asked to filé his please which he omitted doing and
he was foreclosed, and the case inscribed “Ex
parte” for enquete and kearing ; the very day of the
enqaete thairadvecate, Mr, McLaren, appeared in
Court, and with the coneent of Mr. Prevost the de-
fault was removed and he was permitted to plead,
and the inscription was ruled out. -

Having at Iast filed his plens, amongst other do-
fences he pleaded that the Defendants had not taken
possession of the land in their own names, bui s
trustees of & certain religious congregation called
Wesleyan Methodists, had acqiired this land from
an Indian woman, before the action, by a notarial
deed, and produced the deed itself on muking bis
dufence showing who were the real holders by vir-
tue of the said authentic deed. The gentlemen
were therafore obliged to discontinue their actiou,
to pay the costs, and to take another action against
those who, according to this authentic deed, pre-
tended to be the proprietors of the land in ques-
tion. ‘

The new action was thereupon served the 29 May
1875, returnable the 21 June, Mr. McLaren sent in
his appearance, saying he would file his defence in
this cause the 11 July, which day he was to be at
St. Scholastique for the contestation of the Argen-
teuil Election ; henctually did come that day to
St. Scholastique. DBeing informed that his cosis in
the first action were deposited in the hands of ihe
Prothonotary, he was asked for his defence on the
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sion; and’commenced tb build :the” chapel.in ques-:

to turn their atteation to the cultivation of the soil
to procure their subsistence. But the Indinns do
not like nor will they ever like this kind of work,
they like racing, open fields, and above all an easy
going existence, “far-niente.” It was then they
commenced to reflect an the meaus te be taken to
live without work, “The Seigniory of the Two-
Mountains is our property said they.” ]

" Some'men of influence and hostile to the Semi-
nary, taking advantage of thesimple mind of the
Tadians mads them belfeve that if they changed-
their religion, the Government would let them have
thi 'Seigniory. Yielding to these intrigant courcils,
a large number of the Indians, three chiefs at their
head, apostasized, proclaimed their title to the pro-
perty of the Seigniory and set themselves up as the
mastars of the property of ¢hé gentlemen of the

"As far back as the yéar one thousand eight hun.
dred and sixty nine they threaténed these gentle-

‘men, they came to the principal house of the mis-

gion and then and there notified the gentlemen to
leave the house aud never return, and that if they

refused to do them justice they would take the

mesnas of getting tid of these pretended Priests and

successors of St. Peter. that they could no longer
tolerate their conduct, (sce the letter of three of the

chiefs addressed to His Excellency the Governor
General dated 26 Fcebruary 1859) From threats

they proceeded to ncts of violenee, they commenced

to commit the depredations and encroachments

from which have arisen all the proceediogs for the

past six years. Putting aside all notions of defer-

ence, without asking leave, they proceeded to cut

the fizeat trees of the forest and made a trade of it,

they took no heed to the reiterated prohibitions of
the gentlemen and their servants, they replied by

saying :—We nra the masters.—They even enlarged

their fields by trespassing on those of the gentle-

men, they made new fences to enclose the encroach-

ed lands, their answer wag:—Itis our land; they
destroyed the wood, burned the fences belonging to

tho gentlemen and their tenants and the answer

was always the same: 5 is our property ; they enter-
cd even the yard of the Seminary, and there with

arms in their bands, took possession of the wood
which was there, and said: it is our property ; al-

ways taking the law into their ewn hands without
recourse to the Courts of Justice.

Although again and again coudemned by the
magistrates for these breackss of the Penace, Iuspite

of th: judicious Counte s given them by His Hon-

“our Judge Johnson to have recourse to the Courts if

they had rights to vindicate, Iuspite of several judg-
ments of thé Superior Court in condemning these
cnroachments, indifferent to these judaments-and
deaf to advice coming from so enlightened a source,
tliey not only continue these acts of violence and
trespasses but even asraulted the officers of the Law,
and assailed eventhe Surveyor appointed by the
Court to establish their bounduries, they went as far
as to fabricate the blackest calumnies in accusing
the Driest in charge of the mission of a brutal as-
sault upon an Indian woman, an #ccusation declar-
ed by six justices of the Peace, of whom two were
Protestants, to be without foundation.

CHAPTER IV —THE AFFAIR OF THR CHAPEL.

_The publicexpects and we will agk it to'listen
to n clear and truthful exposure and statement of
the facts relating to the construction as well as to.

been much mixed up with the difficulties which

‘arose in this reapect between the Seminary and the

.Indians, in order to have it said that these gentle-

-men were persccutors, and the Indians poor miser-
able persecuted, entirely -at the mercy of their ty-
rants. The Methodist journals have made it a reli-
glous question, they have endeavoured to change
the subject, by leaving aside the legal consideration
in’order to have the satisfaction of mabking an ac-
cusation as false as it ‘woa gratutidus dgainst ‘the
Seminary they were attacking at the same time the
Judicial aithority ; for we must not loose sight:
of the fact that the Seminary was put in possession
of the land on which ‘was erected the chapel, by
virtue of a judgment rendered by the Superior
Court of Lower Canada. T

. Here now follow tlie exact facts :.

"' Phegs gentlemen as well in virtue of the conces-!
sloni, ag'of the ordinance of 1841 and particolarly:
the Provincial -Statute of 1859, were and are still-
proprietors of a certain portion of the land not con-
coded, situated nt Oka.  This land bad never buen
encloged, nor cultivated, it -therefore was aund is

still part and portion of the Domaine,of which the

the demolition of this edifice,becatse tanaticism has |

new case. He replied that he would produce the
same before he left for town, but he did nothing.
About the middle of August AMr. Mathieu oune of the
advocates of the Plaintiffs wrote him, informing
bim that his defence was expected shortly, as the
Plaintiffs intended termioating this cause. This
letter romained unanswered. The first September
(1875) (these facts are shewn on the fuce of the re-
cords, o demabd to plead was signified to Mr, Mec.
Laren in Court, as he had not elected domicile, the
Prothonotary Berthelat gent bim a.copy immedia-
tely, us appears by Mr. Berthelot's certificate an-
nexed hereafter, .
According 1o -the Code of procedure Mr. McLaren
was held to plead within the three judicial days
after the signification and notice, and in conse-
quence the 5th September the Plaintiffs had a right
to foreclose and to inecribe their case “ Er parie";
nothing was done however, and about the middle
or September Mr. Mathieu wrote again to Mr, Mc-
Laren asking him for his pleas and informing bim
specially that in defanlt of his so doing withia a
reasonable delay he would proceed £x parfe. This
Ietter as the preceding one received no answer,
Finally the 6 October last, the delay for the
Plaintiffs being about expiring it was necessary to
g0 on with the case, if they desired to proceed dur-
ingthat term. A certificate of foreclosure to plead
in this action was therofore obtgined, and the same
day a copy of the inscription for proof was signified
to Mr, McLaren for the 15 October. This copy was
also forwarded to Mr. McLaren by the Prothonotary
ag the latter declares in the same certificate, In
spite of these verbal and written demands Mr. Mc-
Laren never fyled any pleas and even neglected to
appearat Comtt the 13 October, notwithstanding
the inscription fyled on the record, and of which he
must have had a perfect knowledge from the let-
ters of Mr, Mathieu and the Prothonotary, and from
copies of the Inscription, as appears by the said
certificate. ’
In view of these facts, were the Plaintiffs not
justified in proceéding with their case on the 13
October last ? Is it not strange that Mr, Mclaren
now says that ke was laken by surprise by the advo-
cates of the Seminary? Without compromising his
clients interests, it was impossible for the advocate
of the Seminary to act with more liberality towards
his confrere, )
The 13 Qctober the Plaintiffs proceeded with their
enquete and aiter due deliberation, the Court declar-
ed by its judgment the gentlemen of the Seminary
proprictors of the land in question, and condemned
the Defendunts to deliver up and give back posses
sion to the said Plaintiffs, Copy ofthis judgment
wasg signified, and on the Defendants refusal to give
up the property, a writ of possession was put in the
hauods of the Sheriff who, to foifil the conditions of
the Law and the judgment of the Court, put the
Plaintiffs in posnession of the laod revendicated.
The Defendants not having pleaded any posses-
sionia good faith, nor claiming indemuity -for im-
provement, the Plaintifls were put in porsession of
the land, as it then was; and as proprietors they
had the right to use it as they saw fit, and :no onv
can blame them for baving asked the removal of
the said bulldings, the Defendants even less than
any others, ag-they have persisted in building their
chapel, which, when the first case was instituted,
‘they were then only beginnirg. .
Such are the facts as they occured. B
‘As to the particular fact of the demolition of this
chapel, which was of little value, it was the:Sheriff
and not the Seminary who demolished it.- He the
Sheriff cansed it to be done in exccution of the
judgment, and by men who came with him or were
there ‘chosen by him .
- On the arrival offthe Sheriff, the keysof the chapel
were handed over to him by one of the chiefs of the
Methodist Indians, and he the Sheriff notified him
at the same time that the Indians might remove the
benches and furniture which were inside, and even
‘the windows ofthe chapel, which things were there-
‘fore put aside ‘with care and left'for the futu
pesition of the Methodist Iudians. . = - ;' :
" A8 to the other materials ofthe: Chapel they were
by order of the Sheriff removed to the Seminary

| wood yard, and afew'days-after. were given: to the

‘Indians by the priestin charge of the Mission, who
caused them to -be carted at. his own cost to the
property of the Protestant sehool house, . although
‘ho was in nowise obliged thereto, as. by the judg-
mett these materials belonged to the-Seminary.
Three hours time were sufficient for the demoli-
tion of $he chapel, it was:done between twoand five

gravated kind, such as the Seminary |

re dis- |

| and in the presence of one of the Gentlemen lof
the Bewminary, and® with mepaces ‘and: insults 20
it-has been so- much said and re-"

the Indians, as
peated. ~
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_ +  CONCLUSION, ® i * i
| THE RESULT OF- ALL THE ABOVE I3: ..

1st. That the said ‘Gentlemen' of the Seminary-
are the 'only true proprivtors, 'in: virtue of incon--
testable and indefeasible titles; of: the Seigniory;-
Fief and Domain of the Lake  of Two Mountains ' *
2nd. That the Indians never! owned aninch of
ground as proprietors but only 'under a: very pre-]
carious title, as they mever enjoyed- anyland they
accupied for any longer time -than the pleasure of
the Gentlemen, as appear in theséveral deeds grant- |
ed to the Indians, as mentioned ~ and stated in the
above recited deed ; what then becomes of the famous |
prescription invoked by the Indians and their
friends ? B ren
3rd. That since the removal of the mission-of the
Sault-aux-Recollets to the Lake of Two Mountains,
the Gentlemen have provided not only for the
moral and religious wants of the Indians, but even
gratuitousty permitted them as above mentioned to
occupy and cultivate fields, extensive eaxough to
provide for the wants of themselves and their fami-
lies.
4th. That they always gave them leave to take
the necessary wood for building purposes in such
places as were pointed out to them,
5th. That the Indians with their indolent charac-
ters would not avail themselves of the meana ofter-
cd them to earn an honorable Tivelihood. -
6th. 'That giving ear tointermedlers aud follow-
ing their perfidious councils they aposttaized
with the ridiculous view of possessing themselves
of the Seigniory of the Lake of Two Mountains,
and to obtain authority from the government for the
expulsion of the Gentlemen; uevertheless since
their apostacy the Gentlemen have not deprived
them of any of their privileges, on-the contrary,
they have treated them ag Catbolics and have con-
tinued to give them work as heretofore. .
Tth. That far from haviog recourse to law and
the tribunals of justice to gain their pretended
rights the Indians rendered themselves guilty of
acts against the law and of successive encroach-
ments which have repeatedly occurred since about
six years. i :
8th, That to ensure for themselves the support
and sympatby of a religious authority hostile to the
Seminary, they coostructed against his wishes pro-
testations and law suits, on land belonging to the
Seminary, a Methodist chapel.
9th. Taat the Gentlemen of the Seminary to justi-
fy their rights have always had recourse to the
Conrts of justice, not with n view of exercising a
religious persecution, although they bave been so
accused through certain public journals, but with
the sole object of saving their just rights of property
and to put an cnd to the depredations and encroach.
ments of the Indians. .
10th. That if when the last petetory action con-
cerning the land on which they. built the chapel
the Defendants did not file their pleas, the cause is
owing to the neglect of their attorney and not from
a lack of liberality on the part of Messrs. Prevost
and Mathieu, the advacates of the Seminary, whaon
that occasion}fulsilled towards thelr confrere all the
obligaticns and courtcsies observed in their pro-
fession, ° Lo
11th. That the Gentlemen of the Seminary hav-
ing been by jadgment of a competent Court declar-
cd proprietors of the land which the Indians had
unjustly taken,and having been put in_possession
of this land by the proper authority in virtus of the
writ of possession also mentioned in said cortifi-
ficate, they had the right of enjoying the land at
pleasure and to demolish the buildiogs constructed
thereon. )
12th. Thatthe Defendants not having shown or
made good nny right before the Court or even a de-
fense to the petetory action, have no claim to set
up either for ameliorations or indemnitics. )
No onc will admit such a ridiculons pretension
that the obligations of thesc Gentlemen to provide
for the Moral and religious instruction of the Indians,
brings with it, that of providing for their temporal
wants, that of procuring for them every thing they
mignt require, and to kevp them up in their idle-
ness. Itis also ridiculous to pretend in the face of

'

Tkt

the right to devastate their forests, to take posses-
sion of the seigniorial domain, and to exercise the
right of ownership on any part of the Seigniory
without taking into consideration the right of pro-
perty of the Gentlemen of the Seminary; what
would bave been the use of their deeds of conces-
sion, made to them by the king of France, giving
them the absolute ownership of the property with
all the rights and privileges attached to such con-
cessious, if the Indians had such rights of owner-
ship as above spoken of ? . |
Now, in the face of these facts, can any just and
impartinl man make of this Okadifficulty a question’
of religion? It is impossible. The whole case-
stands thus:—on the onec side a series of lawless
acts of defiance, encroachment and usurpation; on
the other mere self defense conducted with forbear-
ance aod moderation through the legal tribunals of
the country, :
Which side merits the approval of justice and
religion?
No privilege has been withdrawn from, no kind.
ness has been refused to any Indian on account of
his change of religion ; Where then is the persecu-
tion so loudly complained of 7. . :
In what have the rights of huma
lated ? ‘
Let not the golden rule of our common christian-
ity, “do as you would be done by,” be broken in
open day, and by the teachers of religion!!

nity been vio-

the Indinuns are respectfully invited to make the
casc of the Seminary theirown: -
Let o Catholic priest seiza upon a lot of their
ground, aud thero build a church for s followers,
withont cven asking leave, and with the advanced
object of creating & right of ownership! what
would these benevolent advocates of the Indians
say? What wonld they do? - - N R
. This was the exact porifion of the Seminary in
relation to the Methodist chapel of Oka, -~
" ‘Phe concluding request-of the Seminary, respeet-
fully presented to the well ‘meaning ‘advocates of
the Indians, is, to pause a little, lest, by proceeding
further, they should, though unwittingly be-as-
sailing the wvery basis of all regularly organized
human socicty, and of natural justice,—the rights of
property. ‘ : C
Montreal, 14th January, 1878.
J. LACAN, Priest 8. 8.,
Director of the Mission of Oka.
W. PREVOST,

I, Tules R. Berthelot, Prothono

i5 therefore from having been’ done: underthe  view:

the titles above mentioved that the Indians have |

The zealous and perhaps benevolent advocates of |

.1 District of Montreal,

Advocate of the Seminary, | .

tary of-the Su.

the 29th of the same month, ‘and that it
turned-into Court'the 21st!'Tune alaolast past,

; Thaton the 22nd of the-same month, the Defend.
ants appeared: by their Counsel:Mr. McLaren,

That on the 1st September last (1875) 3 demang
o plead ‘wag gignified fo Mr, McLaren, advocate of
ithe Defendants at-the' Prothonotary's: Officé of thi
Court ; that on the sixth -October last, a certificate
of foreclosure was-granted, and that the same day ap
inscription for proofand fingl audition to the meritg
[ Ezparty” was _produced,” and ‘that’a copy of the
saidinséription . was also’ signified 'jto:l'lr. MeLaren,

advocate of the defense, TR
- 'That’ on 'the.’13th October’ Iast,’the" Plaintif;
comformably.to the Inscription by them' produced
the 6th October proceeded to proof in the said cause

wad re.

and that on the 15th’ October last, Judgment wag
rendered. That it ‘appears also on ‘record that
a copy of the said judgment was well and duly sig-
nified to each of the Defendants, and that the wrjt
or order of possession issued in this cause was g jog
sued long after the expiration ‘of the delay given ig
the said jud'gment.‘\ I affirm and certifiy also that
according to my invariable custom, [ sent withgyt
délay to Mr. McLaren a copy of the . demand
for pleadings to him signified the first Sep.
tembér last past and ‘the motice of iuscription
for proofand adjudication, signified and produced
the sixth October also last past Dated at 5t
Scholastique, this 27th December, 1875. )
(Signed,) JULES R. BERTHE

LOT,
PGS

SaLr For DougsTic Axnvars.—Saltis not only
mild aperient or deobstruent, but it often operatey
-to some extent, as atonic. Itisa very great rec.
tifier ofthe acidity of the stamach when takén i
proper quantities; and it uot only renders food very
palatable which would be disagreeable: and insipid
without it,. but it keeps the functions of the
stomach in a healthy state, and.-oft:n._alleviates the
effects of debility and disease. When food—either
animal or vegetable—tastes too fresh, the appetite
calls for salt; and when animals have been depriv.
ed of salt for several days.the appetite becomes
keen for it ; and if they. have. access to it; they will

consume so much as to produce an injarious effect

So, when the cattle.are salted oconsionnlly there is
& great rush to.obtainit when they do not really
need aDny; a_nd .an animal .will often consume at
oge time to its injury enough to havesatisfiad his
natural appetite for sevaral days, could it have the
salt where it could go to it quictly, when salt
might be needed, and lick a little, just enough to
satisfy the first cravings of the appetite, The true
way is to havo a tub- of salt always.whcre cattle

horses and sheep car have access to itat all times,
whether they are in the pasture or in the barnyard’.
Then when the appetite call for n lick or two they
can go and get it,at the very time when it is most
needed, and when it will assert the most beneficial
effect on digestion or any part of the system. My
practice has always been to keep salt in a small tub
or strong, water-tight pail during the pasturing
seagon, andiin the yard dming the winter, and 1
am well satisfied that animals will not consume as
much when they &re supplied with it in this wav

as they will when they aresalted once a week. It
always appeared to me slovenly and wasteful to
throw salt on tho gronnd for animals: and especial-
1y for sheep, as they will'often waste half as much
a8 they consume. For salting sheep;drive three or
four high stakes around a pail orsmall tub, leaving
one side only, 50 that they can thrust their.heads
separately into it. -For cattle and horses encircle
thy tub with a lot of boulders as high as the top of
it, ar drive a half dozen stakes around it, letting
them extend above it a few inches, to protect it from
being pawed'to fragments. If the.tub i water-
tight, in case it should rafn- in it, there will be
nothing loat, as they will lick the salt water nas
readily as they will lick . the salt; and should
the wateevaporate, the salt will remain. When
-8heep or neat cattle are kept in pastures where
there is much clover (Tvifolium pratense), they
usually have a hankering after salt; and. if they can
havc & -cess to it, they wiil go and lick more or less
several times during the day, dnd they will con-
sume just enmough to rectify the acidity of the
stomach, and keep them from bioating. Manya
farmer has.lost a fine animal in codsequence of
bloating, which one pound of salt’ would hiave kept
in good health, s

Erp's C000A—GRATEFUL AND COMFORTING—( By
a thorough knowledge of the patural laws which
govern the oporations of digestion and uutrition,
and by a careful application of the fine properties
of well-selected cocoa, Mr. Epps_bas provided our
breakfast tables with-a delicately ‘Ravoured bever-
age which may save -us many heavy. doctors' bills.
It is by the judicious use of such articles of dict
_that a constitution may be gradually built up until
strong ¢nough to resist every tendency to discase.
Hundreds of subtle maladies are floativg arouad us
ready .to attack wherevor there is a weak point,
We.may escupe many a fatal shaft by keeping our-
selves well fortified with pure blood and a properly
nourished frame.”—Civil Service Gazeite. Made sim-
ply with Boiling Water or Milk~~Sold only i
Packets labolled—'*Javes Erps & Co., Homaops-
thic Chemist, 48, Threadncedle Strect, and 170,
Piccadilly; Works, Euston koad and Cumden Town,
London.” .

6% S. M. PATTENGILL & CO,, 10 State 8t

Boston, 37 Park Row, New York, sod 701 Chesnut
Street, Philadelphis, are our' Agents for procuring
advertisements for our paper (Tae Trom WiTNESE)
In the above cities, and authorized to contract foi
advertising at our lowest rates.

OR SALE, an EXCELLENT FARM, known as
MOUNT 87. COLUMBA FARM, West Wil
liams, North Middlesex, Ontario, vontaining 136
acres, all enclosed, of which 110 are well cleared,
and in a high state of cultivation, and. 20 acres of
woodland well tembered, plenty of good water, first
class, frame buildings, stone wall cellars under
dwelling. house, large bearing orchard, and well
fenced all around, within a quarter of a mile of the
Catholic Parish Church and Sepsrate School ; four
and a balf miles from Park’ Hill Station on G, T\ R.
Road ; thirteen miles from Strathroy, and twenty-
cight miles from Lovodon ; good gravel rosds to and
from it. .Apply (if by letter, post paid) to the Pro-
prietor on the promises, L. C. McINTYRE, Bornish
P.0., North Middlesex Ont. B 1

CARADA, : ‘
‘ProviNce oF Qm:mm,} SUPERIOR COURT.
DAMEMARIE LOUISE AUBERTIN, of the parish
“of 4 La Pointe aux Trembles,” in the District
of Montresl, wife of 'DIDACE. BEAUDRY, of
the rame place, faimer, duly authorized to ester

oL ‘en justice!
OERTIFICATE OF TEE PROTHONOTARY HENEIN ABOVE C "Plaintiff;
. HEVEBREDTO. . ' o % L ) AND . .
Provixom oF Queske, IN THE SUPERIOR] mi. cusi T s nor B L YTRTw VI
Distrior or TERREBONNE. | "COURT.. .|'Thesaid DIDACE BEAUDRY, ... = =
No, 374, . [T oo R e T TR AU in vl st Defendant.
""The Gentlemen the Ecclesiastics of the Sem}- | An action for ‘geparation ag to" property ‘hes been
" nary of Bt, Sulpice of Montresl,” ", . "' | instituted in’ ‘gbls‘;ﬁ’;’ggﬂuse_'tﬁip‘,“ ninetéénth’ day of
. T T Plagntiffs)” Januiry, fngtant, " HIFL 0200w G B g
" Louis Kanonsakenhiatc &al,- -~ - . " LACOSTE & DRUMMOND; - -
Defendunts. i Do oo Attorneye for:Plaintiff.

Montreal,'mth January, 1876, " i M-8




